climate change in the field (Resasco et al. 2014 
Methods

95
Warming chambers 96 We explored foraging and nest-use of ant communities in response to climate warming in Harvard Forest between November and March. Although we were able to identify all individuals 152 from the pitfall traps to species, the taxonomic resolution of the nest box data was coarser.
153
Because we did not disturb the nest boxes by collecting individual workers, we used ant genera 154 as our taxonomic unit in several cases. At Duke Forest, the nest box taxa were identified as were able to quantify with our experiments, and intend these effects as a proxy for general 219 competitive interactions among ant species within our warming arrays. Because we were 220 specifically testing the hypothesis that competition intensifies for heat-intolerant species in 221 warmed environments, for models that indicated species interactions were more important, we 222 restricted further consideration of these models to those where the effect of the non-focal species 223 on the focal species was negative. For models that indicated temperature effects were more 224 important, we did not restrict our models based on the sign of the effect. We also performed 225 comparable analyses in which the sign of the species interaction coefficient was not restricted to 226 be negative and found qualitatively similar results to our focal analyses, so we present only those 227 analyses with the negative species interaction coefficient for consistency with our hypothesis.
228
We then explored whether heat tolerance explained the importance of negative species 229 interactions using a generalized linear model with a quasi-binomial error structure. 
Results
242
At both the northern and southern sites, and for both the pitfalls and nest boxes, forager where negative species interactions were more important (Figs. 2,3 ). Uniquely however, our compared with the lower latitude site (Fig. 2) . However, we did not detect a site effect in models 294 of negative species interactions using pitfall trap data. It is possible that negative species 295 interactions are more difficult to detect with pitfall data than with nest box data, where 296 competition for nest sites and resources near nest sites is based on interference and direct species 297 interactions rather than use of shared resources by foragers; alternatively, the sample sizes were 298 smaller for the nest box data, so perhaps the site effect is an artefact of limited sampling. Future space and increases competitive interactions for species with lower heat tolerances (Fig. 1) .
348
However, it is necessary to explore the extent to which these patterns generalize over different 
